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ANI TA LI NN SCUTI CCHI G,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

CI TY OF ATLANTI C BEACH, SOUTH CAROLI NA, a nu-
nicipality incorporated and existing pursuant
to and by virtue of the laws of the State of
South Carolina; F. FRANKLIN EAGLES, i ndivid-
ually and in his official capacity as Chief of
Police for the Gty of Atlantic Beach, South
Carolina; OFFICER MORRI'S, individually and in
his official capacity as a police officer for
the City of Atlantic Beach, South Carolina; A
B. GRAZICSO, individually and in his official
capacity as a police officer for the Cty of
Atl antic Beach, South Carolina; |RENE EVANS
ARMSTRONG, individually and in her official
capacity as mayor of the Cty of Atlantic
Beach, South Carolina; VANDER GORE, i ndivid-
ually and in his official capacity as a nenber
of the town council for the Gty of Atlantic
Beach, South Carolina; EVA MM LLAN, indi-
vidually and in her official capacity as mayor
pro temof the Gty of Atlantic Beach, South
Carolina; GLORIA LANCE, individually and in
her official capacity as a nenber of town
council for the Cty of Atlantic Beach, South
Carolina; JOHN SKEETER, individually and in
his official capacity as a nenber of the town
council of the Gty of Atlantic Beach, South
Carol i na,

Def endants - Appel | ees.



Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Florence. Patrick M chael Duffy, D strict Judge.
( CA-99-608)

Subm tted: August 24, 2000 Deci ded: August 28, 2000

Before M CHAEL and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ral ph J. W/l son, Conway, South Carolina, for Appellant. Victoria
T. Vaught, BATTLE & VAUGHT, P.A., Conway, South Carolina, for
Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Anita Linn Scuticchio appeals the district court’s order de-
nying relief on her 42 U.S.C A § 1983 (West Supp. 2000) conpl aint.
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Scuticchio v. Cty of Atlantic Beach,

No. CA-99-608 (D.S.C. Feb. 9, 2000). W dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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